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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 8, 9, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 8 recites the limitation "said sleeve" in lines 6-7. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. There is not an earlier reference to a 
sleeve in claim 8, or claims 7 and 1 on which it depends. Claim 8 also does not 
sufficiently relate the mouse tray and keyboard tray with the "computer mouse and 
keyboard support" of claim 7. 

4. Claim 9 recites the limitation "said peripheral device" in line 13. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. There is no previous 
reference to a peripheral device in claim 9, or claim 1 on which it depends. Also, the 
block and mounting pipe have not been sufficiently related to the peripheral mounting 
system in claim 1 . 

5. Claim 10 recites the limitation "said peripheral device" in line 15. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

The changes made to 35 U.S.C. 102(e) by the American Inventors Protection Act 
of 1999 (AIPA) and the Intellectual Property and High Technology Technical 
Amendments Act of 2002 do not apply when the reference is a U.S. patent resulting 
directly or indirectly from an international application filed before November 29, 2000. 
Therefore, the prior art date of the reference is determined under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) prior 
to the amendment by the AIPA (pre-AlPA 35 U.S.C. 102(e)). 

7. Claims 1 , 3, 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Park [US 6,916,065 B2]. Park (fig. 11) discloses structure as claimed, including a 
base 36, a chair 30, an overhead bar 60 and a mounting system 42c fixed to the end of 
the overhead bar. Park's mounting system 42c consists of a block connected to a 
pivoting bar with a segmented arm at its end. Mounting system 42c supports a 
computer monitor 50. With respect to claim 3, it is observed that Park's chair 30 with 
headrest 34 provides for an economically designed chair. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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9. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

10. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

11. Claims 2, 4-7, 11-13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Park in view of Bujaryn [US 5,542,746]. Park discloses everything 
previously mentioned as well as a footrest and a vertical bar connecting the chair and 
base. Park does not teach: the footrest attached to the base and the method of 
providing such; workstation portability and the method of providing such; additional 
peripheral support and the method of providing such; and height adjustment of the 
chair. 
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Bujaryn (figures 1, 11-12, 26, 31) does teach a work chair that is portable, 
economically designed and capable of supporting necessary components of a 
workstation (col. 8, lines 46-51) including the following: 

■ A footrest assembly 14 connected to base 3 to maximize user comfort. 

■ A number of legs 3 with casters 1 positioned at specific angles to make the chair 
portable and keep it balanced while moving or stationary. 

■ A vertically telescoping bar 4 for adjusting the height of the chair. 

■ A support assembly 1 1 for mounting a keyboard and/or mouse that offers better 
maneuverability and comfort for the user. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of invention to modify Park to include the structures listed above in view of the teachings 
of Bujaryn in order to provide optimal comfort for the user. Regarding claim 5, note that 
tray 46 of Park may be construed as a "CPU mounting assembly". Concerning method 
claims 11-13 and 15, it is determined that the assembly and/or use of the structures 
taught by Park and Bujaryn encompasses the steps of these claims. 
12. Claim 7, 8 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Park and Bujaryn in further view of McNally [US 6,422,646 B1J. Park discloses 
everything previously mentioned, but does not teach the method of providing a frame on 
which to support a keyboard and mouse. McNally (fig. 3-4) does teach a support 
assembly with a frame attached at the base a chair 1 and extending vertically to attach 
at its upper end 17 to a horizontal bar 16 to which a tray 10 is pivotally attached. Rod 6 
of the frame rotates and telescopes within vertical sleeve 5 of the frame. Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention 
to modify Park to include a keyboard and mouse support tray attached to the base of a 
chair with a vertical telescoping section and a horizontally adjustable section, in view of 
the teaching of McNally in order to achieve maximum user comfort. It is determined that 
the assembly and/or use of the structures taught by McNally encompasses the steps of 
claim 14. 

Conclusion 

1 3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Brown discloses a seat assembly with a chair secured to a base, 
having a bar with a rear end attached to the seat frame and extending up and over the 
back of the chair, and a mounting system for a peripheral device attached to the seat 
frame. Irwin et al discloses a chair with a link arm connected to its rear side and 
multiple arms extending upward and outward from the link arm, each with a mounting 
system for peripheral devices. Onishi discloses a chair with a desk assembly pivotally 
attached to the base of the chair. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tania Abraham whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2635. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8am - 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Cuomo can be reached on 571-272-6856. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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